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The Westerman Mound Site (41HO15),
Houston County, Texas
Timothy K. Perttula
INTRODUCTION AND SITE SETTING
The Westerman site is located in the middle Neches River basin in the Pineywoods of East Texas (Figure
 7KHVLWHÀUVWUHFRUGHGLQ .HJOH\QG LVRQDQDOOXYLDOWHUUDFHO\LQJEHWZHHQ$UPVWURQJ&UHHNWRWKH
VRXWKDQG&RFKLQR%D\RXWRWKHQRUWK )LJXUHD WKHVHDUHHDVWZDUGÁRZLQJWULEXWDULHVWRWKH1HFKHV5LYHU
The site has a single earthen mound and an associated settlement that is estimated to cover ca. 10-15
acres; there are several areas at the site where aboriginal artifacts were noted at the surface (see Figure 2b; see

41HO15

Figure 1. The location of the Westerman site in East Texas.
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Figure 2. Setting of the Westerman site: a, broad scale; b, intra-site scale.
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also Martin et al. 1995:Figure 10), on each side of the mound. The mound, which was well preserved when
it was visited in 1969, 1970, and 1986 by archaeologists from the Texas Archeological Research Laboratory
at The University of Texas at Austin (TARL), is estimated to be 20 x 25 m in size, rectangular-shaped, with
a level top that covers a ca. 10 x 5 m area; the height of the mound has not been established as it has never
been mapped. The character of the archaeological deposits in the mound or the associated settlement has
also not been established because no shovel tests or other forms of subsurface explorations have ever been
conducted at the site. Only two small potholes were noted in the mound in 1969, and the mound and site
were well preserved and protected by the landowners through the last visit by TARL personnel in 1986.
TARL archaeologists had speculated that the mound may have been constructed during the Woodland period (between ca. 2500-1250 years B.P.); Woodland period mound sites are rare in East Texas.
To investigate this possibility, or to establish that the mound may have been built by ancestral Caddo
SHRSOHVQDWLYHWR(DVW7H[DV7$5/KDGPDGHSODQVWRKROGWKHLUDQQXDOÀHOGVFKRRODWWKH:HVWHUPDQ
VLWHLQERWKDQGZLWK'U'HH$QQ6WRU\DVWKHÀHOGVFKRROGLUHFWRU+RZHYHUGXHWRYDULRXV
FLUFXPVWDQFHVLQFOXGLQJVDOHRIWKHSURSHUW\LQ$SULOWKHVHÀHOGVFKRROVZHUHXQIRUWXQDWHO\QHYHU
held at the site. In 1986 Dr. Dee Ann Story and Janice A. Guy visited the Westerman site and completed
a reconnaissance of the site to assess its current condition and obtain a surface collection of artifacts
from the mound and associated settlement. The Westerman site does not appear to have been visited by
professional archaeologists since that time.

ARTIFACT ASSEMBLAGE
Not including lithic debris, the artifact assemblage from several surface collections at the Westerman site
includes ceramic sherds (n=38), pieces of daub (n=2), chipped stone tools (n=16), and a fragment of a charred
FRUQFRE7KHQRQWDEXODWHGOLWKLFGHEULVLQFOXGHVSLHFHVRIORFDOSHWULÀHGZRRGDQGFKHUW HDUWKWRQHG 
as well as Manning Fused Glass (Brown 1976:Figure 3) likely from outcrops ca. 30 km south of the site.

Ceramic Sherds
Approximately 13 percent of the small ceramic sherd assemblage from the Westerman site are body
sherds of Goose Creek Plain, YDUXQVSHFLÀHG (Table 1). Goose Creek Plain is a sandy paste ware that was
made in Woodland period times in the southern part of East Texas (Ellis 2013:140-141 and Figure 1) by
Mossy Grove Culture groups (Story 1990:Figure 39). These sandy paste sherds have been found in both
Areas 1/A and 2/D, both north and south of the mound on the alluvial terrace (see Figure 2b).
Table 1. Ceramic sherds from surface collections at the Westerman site.
Type of Sherd
Caddo wares
plain, grog-tempered
plain, bone-tempered
circular punctated, bone
ÀQJHUQDLOSXQFWDWHGERQH
tool punctated, bone
Kiam Incised, grog
parallel incised, grog

Area 1/A

3
2
–

–
–
–

Area 2/D

18
1
1

1
1
1

Area 3/B

2
1
–
²
–
–
–

N

23
4
1

1
1
1
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Table 1. Ceramic sherds from surface collections at the Westerman site, cont.
Type of Sherd

Area 1/A

Area 2/D

Area 3/B

N

Woodland period wares
Goose Creek Plain

1

4

–

5

Totals

7

28

3

38

1RWHWKLVGRHVQRWLQFOXGHÀYHVKHUGVIURPDQXQGLIIHUHQWLDWHGVXUIDFHORFDWLRQRQHSODLQERQHWHPSHUHGERG\VKHUGD
plain grog-tempered body sherd, a grog-tempered base sherd, a grog-tempered parallel incised body sherd, and a grogWHPSHUHGÀQJHUQDLOSXQFWDWHGERG\VKHUG

The remainder of the ceramic sherds (n=33) from known provenience are from grog-tempered (n=25)
DQGERQHWHPSHUHG Q  YHVVHOVWKHUHDUHÀYHRWKHUJURJRUERQHWHPSHUHGVKHUGVIURPXQNQRZQSURYHQLHQFH VHH7DEOH 7KHIHZGHFRUDWHGVKHUGVLQWKHDVVHPEODJHLQFOXGHFLUFXODUSXQFWDWHG Q  ÀQJHUnail punctated (n=3), tool punctated (n=1), and parallel incised (n=2) decorative elements on body sherds
from utility wares, as well as a Kiam Incised rim sherd from Area 2/D (Figure 3; see also Suhm and Jelks
3ODWHDG 7KLVULPZLWKDGLUHFWSURÀOHDQGDURXQGHGOLSKDVÀYHKRUL]RQWDOLQFLVHGOLQHVRQWKH
rim itself, and a continuous series of vertical incised lines on the vessel body.

Figure 3. Kiam Incised rim sherd from Area 2 at the
Westerman site.
Daub
Two large pieces of daub were collected from the surface of Area 2/Area D in March 1970. They came from
the bank of Armstrong Creek southwest of the mound, in an area where daub was washing out of the creek
EDQNDQGSLHFHVRIFKDUFRDOZHUHQRWHGLQWKHFUHHNEDQNSURÀOH7KHGDXEDQGFKDUFRDOLQWKLVDUHDVWURQJO\
suggests that a burned grass-thatched structure was present in this part of the site, and was being eroded.
Chipped Stone Tools
The chipped stone tools are concentrated in Areas 1/A and Area 2/D at the Westerman site (Table 2),
in areas on the alluvial terrace both to the north and south of the mound itself (see Figure 2b). Early Caddo
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DUURZSRLQWVRIWKH$OEDVW\OH PDGHIURPSHWULÀHGZRRGDQG0DQQLQJ)XVHG*ODVV FRPHRQO\IURPWKH
area in immediate proximity to the mound (and in fact may have come from back dirt on the mound itself;
see Kegley n.d.); a pothunter had found another arrow point in his digging on the mound, but the type was
not recorded by Kegley during his 1969 survey of the middle Neches River basin.
Table 2. Chipped stone tools from surface collections at the Westerman site.
Tools

Area 1/A

Area 2/D

Area 3/B

Area C

N

Alba AP

–

1

1

–

2

Gary DP
Trinity DP
DP blade/tip

–
–
1

–
1
–

–
–
–

1
–
–

1
1
1

end-side scraper
side scraper
ÁDNHWRRO
gouge

1
–

2

–
1

4

–
–
²
–

–
–
²
–

1
1

6

Biface, early stage

1

–

–

–

1

Totals

6

8

1

1

16

AP=arrow point; DP=dart point
1RWHWKLVGRHVQRWLQFOXGHRQHGDUWSRLQW :HOOVSHWULÀHGZRRG IURPDQXQGLIIHUHQWLDWHGVXUIDFHORFDWLRQ

There are four dart points from the site (see Table 2, including a Wells point from an unknown provenience), and their occurrence suggests use of the terrace during both Late Archaic and Woodland period
times (see Turner et al. 2011). The one Gary point from Area C has a 13.2 mm stem width, suggesting it is
a var. Camden point, and may date from ca. A.D. 200-700 (see Schambach 1982). The dart points are made
IURPSHWULÀHGZRRG Q  DQGDQRQORFDOJUD\FKHUW
7KHVFUDSLQJWRROVDUHRQSHWULÀHGZRRG VLGHVFUDSHUIURP$UHD' DQGDQRQORFDOGDUNJUD\FKHUW
HQGVLGHVFUDSHUIURP$UHD$ 7KHÁDNHWRROVDQGWKHXQLIDFLDOJRXJHVDUHPDGHIURPORFDOSHWULÀHG
ZRRGZKLOHWKHRQHHDUO\VWDJHELIDFHLVPDGHIURPDORFDOÀQHJUDLQHGTXDUW]LWH
Charred Maize Cob Fragments
A single small charred corncob fragment was collected from the Westerman site during one of the surface
collection efforts. The corn cob came from a low sandy rise about ca. 140 m west of the mound; it appears
to have been displaced from archaeological deposits at this locale by rodent burrowing. It is not clear what
cultural associations may exist between the mound deposits and the corn cob, or between the corn cob and
the Caddo artifacts found at the site, but given the fact that all accepted radiocarbon dates on corn from East
Texas sites postdate A.D. 900 and are exclusively from ancestral Caddo sites (Perttula et al. 2014), it seems
reasonable to conclude that this single charred corn cob is from Caddo archaeological deposits preserved
on this low rise west of the mound.
A small piece of the charred corn cob fragment was submitted to Direct AMS for radiocarbon dating.
Calibrating the conventional radiocarbon age of 793 ± 27 years B.P. (D-AMS 007079) using OxCal v4.2.4,
the charred corn cob fragment from the Westerman site has a 2 sigma calibrated age of A.D. 1205-1277
(94.5 percent probability) (Figure 4). The median calibrated age is A.D. 1242.
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Figure 4. Calibration of radiocarbon date on the charred corn cob fragment from the Westerman site (41HO15).
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS
The Westerman site is on an alluvial terrace of a tributary to the Neches River in the East Texas Pineywoods. The site has one small (20 x 25 m) earthen mound and a 10-15 acre area of habitation debris that is
likely associated with the construction and use of the mound. Since the mound and habitation areas have never
been investigated by professional archaeologists, the age and function of the mound is not known, nor is it
clear what the relationship is between the constructed mound and the habitation debris on the alluvial terrace.
The recovered artifacts from the site in the TARL collections are from surface collections only, from
several areas around and near the mound. They indicate that the site was occupied to a limited extent during
the Late Archaic period (marked by dart points and likely some of the chipped stone tools, including the
SHWULÀHGZRRGJRXJHV DQGDOVRGXULQJWKHODWHUSDUWRIWKH:RRGODQGSHULRGSUREDEO\EHWZHHQFD$'
200-700. This component is marked by a contracting stem Gary dart point and several Goose Creek Plain,
YDUXQVSHFLÀHG sherds.
Although not substantial by any means, the most expansive habitation deposits—as well as an Alba
arrow point from a pothole on the mound—at the Westerman site date to the Early Caddo period, from ca.
A.D. 1000-1300, contemporaneous with the occupation at the George C. Davis site. These habitation deposits
contain Alba arrow points, daub, and grog- and bone-tempered plain and utility wares, including a Kiam
Incised jar rim sherd. A charred corn cob fragment from a habitation area at the site has a 2 sigma radiocarbon
age range of A.D. 1205-1277. The Early Caddo period is likely when the mound was constructed and used
at the Westerman site, which would indicate that it was occupied at the same time as the George C. Davis
mound site and village, not far upstream on the Neches River (see Story 1997, 1998, 2000), and also used
for both habitation as well as for religious and political rituals and ceremonies.
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